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Abstract  
In forestlands on steep slopes, where the shallow soil can be considered a non-
renewable resource, erosion is of special concern. The vegetation covers, at both soil 
and canopy level, provides essential protection to the soil against the rainfall erosivity 
and reduces considerably the water erosion rate. Consequently vegetation 
management may affect soil erosion. We focused our attention on old coppice beech 
forest growing on a steep slope (28-32°) and subjected to conversion to high stand. 
With the aim of obtaining information on surface water flow and the mineral soil loss, 
three runoff-erosion plots (10 m long  3 m wide) were installed in catchments in 
Lombardy Alps (Intelvi Valley, Como) at three stands: a coppice 40 years old (CpS 
1968) and two conversions from coppice to high forest respectively cut in 1994 (CvS 
1994) and 2004 (CvS 2004). Water run-off and sediment losses were collected from 
June to October 2008 and from May to October 2009 together with stand 
characteristics, LAI, soil surface cover, canopy cover and fine-root traits. Our results 
showed that the conversion practices significantly affect the water runoff and soil 
erosion with the younger conversion CvS 2004 showing the highest erosivity. This was 
due to the lower values of tree density, canopy cover, soil surface cover and fine-root 
biomass and length. The old coppice stand (CpS 1968) together with the older 
conversion stand (CvS 1994) showed comparable values of soil erosion. Therefore, the 
major role in protecting soil from erosion played by old coppice stand is recovered by 
the conversion stand after a number of years since harvesting. Our study highlights 
that abandoned old coppice stand plays an important role in protecting soil from 
erosion and claims consideration in forest management of steep forestland stands.  
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1 Introduction 
1.1 Coppice stands and conversion to high forest  
In mountain regions, forests play an important role in the mitigation of risks 
due to natural hazards such as landslides, rock fall, floods and avalanches (Zingari and 
Fiebiger 2002). Coppicing is one of the oldest forestry systems known to many 
countries worldwide (Evans 1992; Fujimori 2001). Coppices were usually used as a 
source of firewood until the second half of the 19th century (Buckley 1992; Peterken 
1993) and for this reason in the southern side of the Alps, forests were often managed 
as coppice systems. In Italy, starting from when there was a high demand for small 
timber, firewood and charcoal, forestland classified as coppice encompasses almost 
35% of the national forest cover (Mairota et al. 2016). Although the recent interest in 
the potential renewal of coppicing biomass for energy production, coppice stands are 
considered inadequate to meet fully the societal demands of multiple functions 
forests (Mairota et al. 2016). Thus, even if coppicing today remains a common forest 
management system in countries of southeastern Europe (Vacik et al. 2009; Velichkov 
et al. 2009; Maděra et al. 2014) to provide firewood at the local scale, the conversion 
to high forests represents the principal trend required for higher-quality timber (Hédl 
et al. 2010). This conversion entails the transition from a condition where a number of 
stems grow contemporaneously on a single stool, to a condition where only one stem 
is left to continue its growth to a larger dimension (Terzaghi et al. 2013). In particular, 
these practices routinely involve thinning operations modifying stand characteristics 
(i.e. tree density, canopy cover, stand basal area) and related environmental variables 
(i.e. soil moisture and temperature, irradiance) (Liechty et al., 1992; Carlson and Groot 
1997; Hashimoto and Suzuki 2004; Montagnoli et al. 2012; Di Iorio et al. 2013) leading 
to changes in the ecophysiological behavior of trees (Aussenac 2000; Terzaghi et al. 
2016). Forest harvesting will determine the partial or complete death of the root 
systems of harvested trees and in turn changes in root density and production 
(Montagnoli et al. 2012; Di Iorio et al. 2013; Terzaghi et al. 2016). Furthermore, the 
conversion results in considerable alteration of almost all micro-environmental factors 
that characterize a coppice stand. 
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1.2 Soil  erosion and the role of vegetation  
Soil erosion is a critical environmental problem all over the world’s terrestrial 
ecosystems. Indeed erosion leads to multiple, serious damages in managed 
ecosystems such as crops, pastures, or forests as well as in natural ecosystems (Zuazo 
and Pleguezuelo 2008). Each year, almost 75 billion tons of soil, mainly used for 
agriculture, is eroded from the world’s terrestrial ecosystems. Because soil is formed 
very slowly, it has been hypnotized that the rate of loss is 13–40 higher than the rate 
of renewal and sustainability (Zuazo and Pleguezuelo 2008 and reference herein). In 
forestlands on steep slopes, where the shallow soil can be considered a non-renewable 
resource, erosion is of special concern (Edeso et al. 1999). Soil erosion is a two-phase 
process involving the detachment of soil particles from the soil mass and their 
transport by erosive agents such as running water runoff (Morgan 2005). Rainfall 
energy is the prime cause of erosion from tilled or bare land, occurring when the soil 
lacks protective vegetative cover. The increase in heavy precipitation episodes, 
contribute progressively more to the total amount of precipitation occurring during 
the year (Brunetti et al. 2000; Fischer and Knutti 2015). Runoff and soil erosion are 
closely linked to vegetation cover. Indeed it provides essential protection to the soil 
against the erosivity of rainfall and considerably reduces the water erosion rate. 
Several studies in different environments have demonstrated that vegetation 
positively reduce soil erosion (Zuazo and Pleguezuelo 2008). The role of vegetation in 
mitigation of soil erosion may be due to three main effects: 1) the mechanical 
protection of the soil surface by the canopy and litter covers that intercept rainfall, 
reduce the impact of the raindrop and therefore reduce the detachment of soil 
particles (Bochet et al. 1998) 2) the improvement of the soils physical and chemical 
properties (Auerswald et al. 2003; Tejada and Gonzalez 2007; Jien and Wang 2013) 3) 
the direct and indirect contribution of plant roots in altering the soil erodibility over 
the enhancement of soil aggregation and the reinforcement through mechanical and 
hydrological mechanisms (Ola et al. 2015). From another point of view, climate may 
strongly influence morpho-physiology of plant species as in the case of the root 
system, which dynamics is driven, among the others, by the soil water availability and 
temperature (Zhong et al. 2009; Montagnoli et al. 2010, 2012, 2016). Indeed, 
mitigation of soil erosion may change as root morphological characteristics, such as 
diameter, change (Ola et al. 2015). Therefore, coppice stand characteristics such as 
high stem density, continuous canopy cover and high fine-root standing biomass, 
might be remarkably valuable in terms of protective function (Petzold et al. 2014). 
However, so far, the suitability of coppice as soil protection forests has been poorly 
investigated. Based on the above consideration concerning the abundance of coppice 
stands in mountain regions, these investigations become fundamental to understand 
the future management of these forestlands. Since the different type of forest 
management, harvesting practices and application age causes different morphologies 
at both tree (stems, branches and canopy) and stand level (soil cover, fine root 
biomass), we hypothesized a consequent relative change of efficiency in reducing 
water erosion on slopes. To test this hypothesis, we focused our attention on the 
forestland cover subjected to abandoned coppice stand and to conversion stands with 
different harvesting age, and measured tree density, canopy cover, soil surface cover 
and fine-root traits for each stand type. Moreover three plots were set up to measure 
soil erosion and water run-off. 
REFORESTA (2016) 2:60-75   Montagnoli et al. 
Reforesta Scientific Society   63 
 
2 Material and Methods  
2.1 Site description  
The study area is located in the catchments of the Telo stream in the 
Lombardy Alps (Intelvi Valley, NW Italy, 45°59’N, 9°07’E) approximately from 1,160 m 
to 1200 m above sea level between Lakes Como and Lugano. This area is characterized 
by a sub-continental climate, with a mean annual precipitation of 1,600 mm, occurring 
in two main periods (April-May and October-November) and a mean annual 
temperature of 10–11°C. Generally, the area is snow-covered from late October to late 
March. According to the World Reference Base for Soil Resources (FAO/ISRIC/ISSS 
2006), soil type is Leptosol 40–50 cm deep. General characteristics of this area were 
already described in a previous work carried out on the same site (Montagnoli et al. 
2012). Briefly, three beech stands were selected and labelled by ascending cutting age: 
two conversions thinning from coppice to high forest cut in 2004 (Conversion Stand 
[CvS] 2004) and 1994 (CvS 1994) respectively; a residual coppice stand cut in 1968 
(CpS 1968) and then allowed to re-grow from stools. The three stands were adjacent 
to each other and located on the same slope facing south-west, with slope inclination 
averaging between 28 and 30°. Above ground stand characteristics (Table 1) such as 
biomass (Mg ha-1), diameter at breast height (DBH, cm) and stand basal area (m2 ha-1), 
were evaluated on seven circular-shaped (20 m diameter) sampling plots per stand 
along a transect almost 120 m long for a total of 1,884 m2 area per stand. In the case 
of CpS 1968, each stool was counted as a single tree. 















CpS 724 ± 35 17.2 ± 0.7 12.1 ± 0.3 248.5 ± 15.6 10.2 ± 0.3 
CvS 1994 279 ± 24 22.6 ± 1.5 12.8 ± 0.7 123.7 ± 7.3 11.3 ± 0.3 
CvS 2004 167 ± 20 31.9 ± 1.9 18.9 ± 0.8 91.8 ± 20.2 12.2 ± 0.4 
Data shown are means ± SE. dbh, diameter at breast height. Beech above-ground biomass values are the 
mean of seven replicates. b Soil temperature (0–30 cm) is referred to the mean of three soil depths (5, 15 
and 25 cm) and each value is the mean of four replicates for eight sampling dates (May 2008 - April 2009) 
2.2 Soil  surface and canopy cover, Leaf Area Index (LAI)  
Soil cover was measured for each different stand by a quadrat method built of 
wooden frame (25 cm x 25 cm). The frame was randomly thrown for 50 times into the 
seven circular-shaped plots used for measurements of stand characteristics. Within 
the quadrat, the number of seedlings, the percentage of moss, grass, litter and bare 
soil were measured. In July 2008, in order to measure the canopy cover, including 
leaves, branches and stems, a number of 20 hemispherical photos (Figure 1) for each 
stand were taken every 20 m along a transect perpendicular to the slope line. 
Afterwards photos were analyzed by Can_Eye Software (Figure 2). Finally, during the 
fall of 2008 Leaf Area Index (LAI) was also measured by the litter trap method (Figure 
3). 
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Figure 1. Hemispherical photos of the canopy cover. Example of photos hemispherical taken by Fisheye Nikon Objective 
for estimation of canopy cover (leaves, branches and stems) in different stands (CpS 1968 (a), CvS 1994 (b) and CvS 2004 
(c)). 
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Figure 2. Hemispherical photo analysis. Example of analysis performed by the software Can_Eye on the hemispherical 
photo of the canopy cover taken in CvS 2004. a) The software use only a certain angle of the entire photo for the analysis; 
b) color analysis performed automatically by the software and then manually adjusted by the user; c) mean fraction for 
class ‘Sky’. 
REFORESTA (2016) 2:60-75   Montagnoli et al. 
Reforesta Scientific Society   66 
 
 
Figure 3. Litter traps for LAI measurements. Wooden litter traps placed along a transect perpendicular to the slope in CpS 
1968 (a), CvS 1994 (b) and CvS 2004 (c). 
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Figure 4. Soil erosion plots. Plots for soil erosion and water runoff measurements in CpS 1968 (a), CvS 1994 (b) and CvS 
2004 (c). 
2.3 Fine-root collection and measurements  
Soil cores were harvested sequentially every 40-60 days from April to October 
2008 and 2009. In each stand, four smaller permanent 10 m2 replicated plots were set 
within four out of the previously described seven larger plots and used for fine-root 
measurements. Two soil cores (4 cm diameter 30 cm deep) were randomly collected 
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in each plot at each sampling date and successively divided into 10 cm depth 
increments. For the present study only the upper soil layer (0–10 cm including the first 
2–3 cm of a humus layer), was considered. Soil-free roots were sorted into color, 
texture, and shape under a 10× stereomicroscope (Vogt and Persson, 1991). Live fine 
roots were scanned at resolution of 400 dpi by using WinRhizo Pro V. 2007d (Regent 
Instruments Inc., Quebec) and analyzed in order to obtain length and diameter. 
Samples were then oven-dried and weighed to obtain dry mass. 
2.4 Soil  erosion plots layout and material  
Three experimental soil erosion and water run-off plots (10 m long × 3 m wide; 
30 m2 area), one each forest stand, Figure 4) were installed in May 2008 along the max 
slope line. In order to be representative of the whole stand characteristics, plots were 
placed in relation to stem density. For that reason referring to the coppice stand, we 
included within the plot a multi-stemmed tree. Plots were bordered by a solid strip of 
stainless steel sheets (8 mm tick and 30 cm height) cut into two halves along the 
length. In order to avoid water run-off and soil erosion from outside the plot moving 
inside, border sheets were buried for 10 cm of height. At the bottom of the plot a sort 
of funnel of 3 m length (the width of the plots) was made by a triangular stainless steel 
sheet and covered by an alveolar Plexiglas® sheet. The funnel convoyed water run-off 
and soil eroded into a plastic tank partially buried. Runoff and sediment losses were 
collected from June to October 2008 and from May to November 2009 every 15 days 
and after every heavy rainfall. The soil loss samples were oven dried and weighed. 
 
3 Results and discussion 
3.1 Soil  surface and canopy cover, LAI  
The canopy cover measured by hemispherical photo analysis showed the 
highest value in the CpS 1968 (Table 2; 94.2%), the lowest in the recent conversion 
stand (CvS 2004) and the intermediate value in the older conversion stand (CvS 1994). 
In the case of the leaf area index (LAI), the highest value was measured in CvS 1994, 
with intermediate values in CpS 1968 and the lowest in CvS 2004. According to Cutini 
et al. (2009) the canopy cover data are probably due to the stand tree density on the 
vegetation cover, while the LAI may be connected to the growth habit of converted 
trees that showed a more developed canopy 14 years after cutting. Indeed, although 
the canopy cover was the highest in CpS 1968 with an almost fully covered stand, LAI 
value was the highest in the older conversion stand (CvS 1994). This result highlights 
the prompt response of beech to thinning cycles with a higher canopy production in 
converted stands than in the old coppice one (Cutini et al. 2009, 2010). Leaves and 
fine roots are active organs with the primary function of plant resource acquisition and 
are often associated in their dynamics (Wardle et al. 2004; Huang et al. 2010; 
Mommer and Weemstra 2012; Osnas et al. 2013). Thus, also in our case, findings 
about leaves are in accordance with the highest values of fine-root production found 
in beech stand subject to conversion to high forest (Montagnoli et al. 2012). Soil cover 
data resulted in almost 20% of mosses in CpS 1968 while in the younger conversion 
(CvS 2004) mosses were not detectable. This might be due to the differences in air 
temperature directly connected to the deeply shaded microsite such as old forests 
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(D’Amato et al. 2009; Montagnoli et al. 2012, 2014; Glime 2015a). Soil cover by grass 
species was almost null in CpS 1968 (1.3%) with intermediate values in CvS 2004 and 
highest in CvS 1994 (Table 2). The coverage of seedlings was almost null in CpS 1968 
(0.2%) since coppice stands have mainly a vegetative reproduction with a low 
production of seedlings (Lust and Mohammady 1973) (Table 2). Finally, while in CpS 
1968 and CvS 2004 the bare soil represented almost 20%, this data fall to 2% circa in 
the case of CvS 1994. 
Table 2. Stand measurements of canopy cover, soil cover, Very fine and Fine roots mass and length. 
Forest management CpS 1968 CvS 1994 CvS 2004 
Canopy cover 
Vegetation (%) 94.2 ± 0.4 74.2 ± 4.3 54.3 ± 4.8  
LAI (m2 m-2) 4.12 ± 0.1 5.29 ± 0.5 2.20 ± 1.1 
Soil cover 
Moss (%) 19.6 ± 4.1 8.3 ± 2.8 0 
Grass (%) 1.3 ± 0.6 17.9 ± 3.1 9.7 ± 2.3 
Litter (%) 60.4 ± 4.2 66.5 ± 3.8 62.5 ± 4.6 
Seedlings (%) 0.2 ± 0.2 5.1 ± 1.9 3.8 ± 1.7 
Bare soil (%) 18.5 ± 2.9 2.2 ± 1.5 24.0 ± 4.1 
Very Fine root (d < 0.3 mm) 
Dry mass (g m-2) 6.2 ± 1.0 7.5 ± 0.7 4.1 ± 0.5 
Length (m m-2) 627 ± 55 800 ± 116 426 ± 80 
Fine root (d < 2.0 mm) 
Dry Mass (g m-2) 86.6 ± 5.9 72.9 ± 7.0 50.9 ± 5.8 
Length (m m-2) 1229 ± 145 1385 ± 119 787 ± 87 
 3.2 Soil  erosion and water run-off  
Harvesting practices significantly affected water runoff and soil loss with 
marked differences among the plots (Figure 5). Mean data obtained from 2008 and 
2009 sampling season, showed that the coppice (CpS 1968) and the older conversion 
stands (CvS 1994) have almost five fold lower values of soil loss than the young 
conversion stand (CvS 2004). The latter was also characterized by the lowest values of 
mosses and the highest value of bare soil (Table 2). Regarding to water runoff, CvS 
2004 showed the highest value (Figure 5) while the lowest value was found in CvS 
1994. Although, CpS 1968 showed high runoff value probably due to the multi-layer 
canopy and the multi-stemmed trees that convoy into the plot a higher amount of 
rainfall, the low soil loss values confirmed its soil protection rule (Zuazo and 
Pleguezuelo 2008; Petzold et al. 2014). Moreover, data from the two conversions to 
high forest stands showed that soil loss decrease with the increase of harvest age 
(Figure 5). This might be explained with the smaller canopy cover due to the lower 
tree density and branches pruning (Table 1) occurring in CvS 2004. Moreover, 
although the CpS 1968 had values of water runoff similar to the CvS 2004 the amount 
of eroded soil was quite lower. In this case the low energy of water dropping (Edeso et 
al. 1999; Descroix et al. 2001; Hartanto et al. 2003) associated to the canopy 
interception as well as to the high cover of mosses, which have high water retention 
potential, may have played a role in soil protection from excessive erosion (Glime 
2015b). Finally, both the amount of water run-off and eroded soil was the lowest in 
the older conversion stand (CvS 1994). 
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Figure 5. Soil erosion and water runoff. Mean values of soil erosion and water runoff measured during 2008 and 2009 in 
three different plots placed respectively in CpS 1968, CvS 1994 and CvS 2004. 
3.3 Fine-root traits  
The highest values of both mass and length of very fine roots (d < 0.3 mm) 
were found in CvS 1994 with lowest values in CpS 2004 (Table 2). When the totality of 
fine roots (d< 2 mm) was analyzed, the highest values of dry mass was found in CpS 
1968 while the highest value of length in CvS 1994. Cutting operations showed to have 
a strong influence on both fine-root mass, length and diameter classes, with the 
lowest values found in the youngest conversion stand (CvS 2004) (Table 2). These 
findings are in line with what was previously found by Montagnoli et al. 2012. Indeed, 
the old coppice stand showed the highest fine-root standing biomass due to the lack 
of recent harvests of the above ground part. Moreover, CpS 1968 showed also a 
longer fine-root lifespan (Montagnoli et al. 2012) and this may justify the higher values 
of biomass when considering also the thicker fine-root fraction. Finally, fine-root 
results showed that 14 years after cutting the fine-root system might recover from 
harvestings and reach similar or higher values, as in the case of very fine roots, than 
those found in the old coppice forest. 
3.4 Soil  erosion versus above and belowground characteristics  
Relationship between soil erosion and the measured stand characteristics well 
explained how they might influence the amount of eroded soil. In particular, when the 
entire soil surface was covered by seedlings, grass, moss and litter, soil erosion 
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decreased with increasing of soil cover (Figure 6a). The impact of herbaceous and 
woody crop production on soil erosion is crucial. Perennial herbaceous stands provide 
year-round soil surface cover, limiting water runoff and sediment loss and favoring 
soil-development processes by improving the content of organic matter, the structure, 
the water and nutrient-holding capacity of the soil (Zuazo and Pleguezuelo 2008). In 
the long term, vegetation influences the fluxes of water and sediments by increasing 
the soil-aggregate stability and cohesion as well as by improving water infiltration. This 
complex relationship might explain the lower amount of eroded soil erosion measured 
in the conversion stand where harvesting was applied ten years ago. Moreover, as also 
demonstrated by Bochet et al. (1998) the highest value of bare soil inter-plant areas, 
observed in CvS 2004 due to intense tillage operations, give rise to higher soil loss 
rates. Canopy cover (%), which included also branches and stems, did not explain the 
differences in soil erosion measured between plots (Figure 6b). On the contrary, LAI 
was inversely related to soil erosion and well explained the differences between forest 
management stands (Figure 6c). Although it has been clearly stated that tree leaves 
and branches intercept and diminish rain and wind energy protecting the soil (Zuazo 
and Pleguezuelo 2008), little attention has been given on the singular influence of 
each feature. However, in the present study leaves area showed a higher influence on 
the mitigation of soil erosion instead of the more general trait of canopy cover. Fine-
root biomass and length also showed to be very important in soil erosion mitigation. In 
particular, root mass showed a good relationship with soil erosion when very fine-root 
fraction (d< 0.3 mm) was considered (Figure 7a). This was not the case when the 
totality of fine roots (d < 2 mm) was analyzed (Figure 7b) probably because of the 
higher tensile strength that thinner fine roots plays (Mattia et al. 2007; Nyambane and 
Mwea 2011) and because fine-root mass is not a trait that sufficiently describes the 
effectiveness of mitigates soil erosion. On the contrary, in our study the amount of 
eroded soil decreased when both very fine and fine-root length increased (Figure 7c). 
Indeed, root length per unit of soil is a most frequently used root parameter, which 
provide information about the occupation of soil by roots (Bauhus and Messier 1999; 
De Baets et al. 2006; De Baets et al. 2007). 
 
Figure 6. Relationship between soil erosion and soil surface cover, canopy cover and LAI. Graphs show relationships 
between soil erosion data and Soil surface cover (a), Canopy cover (leaves, stems and branches) (b) and Leaf area index 
(LAI)(c) for the three plots corresponding to CpS 1968, CvS 1994 and CvS 2004. 
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Figure 7. Relationship between soil erosion and fine root traits. Graphs show relationships between soil erosion data with 
very fine (d < 0.3 mm) (a) and fine root mass (d < 2 mm) (b), very fine (c) and fine root length (d) for the three plots 
corresponding to CpS 1968, CvS 1994 and CvS 2004. 
4 Conclusions 
The present study highlighted that the conversion to high forest practices 
cause a strong change in the forest aboveground structure (i.e. lower tree stem 
density, canopy cover, soil surface cover) and in fine-root traits (mass and length). 
These variations make the soil more vulnerable and subject to higher erosion 
Moreover, the higher amount of soil loss occurs in the first ten years after the harvest 
practices, because the ground vegetation canopy cover and fine-root traits increase so 
that the soil loss values became quite similar to the old coppice forest. Finally our 
study showed that abandoned old coppice stand plays an important role in protection 
soil resource from erosion. These findings should be taken into consideration if and 
when forest practitioners evaluate the future of old coppice forest stands growing on 
a steep slope. 
5 Acknowledgments  
We are grateful to Prof. Di Iorio Antonino for his valuable help in the field and 
laboratory work, to Dr. Davide Beccarelli and Dr. Lorenzo Guerci from Consorzio 
Forestale ‘Lario In- telvese’ for helping with the fieldwork and data on forest 
REFORESTA (2016) 2:60-75   Montagnoli et al. 
Reforesta Scientific Society   73 
 
management. This work was supported in part by the Italian Ministry of Environment, 
Italian Ministry for University and Research (PRIN 2008), University of Insubria (FAR); 
EC FP7 Project ZEPHYR- 308313. 
6 References 
Auerswald K, Kainz M, Fiener P (2003) Soil erosion potential of organic versus conventional farming 
evaluated by USEL modeling of cropping statistics for agricultural districts in Bavaria. Soil Use 
Manage 19:305-311. https://doi.org/10.1079/SUM2003212 
Aussenac G (2000) Interactions between forest stands and microclimate: ecophysiological aspects and 
consequences for silviculture. Ann.For. Sci. 57:287-301.  
https://doi.org/10.1051/forest:2000119 
Bauhus J, Messier C (1999) Soil exploitation strategies of fine roots in different tree species of the 
southern boreal forest of eastern Canada. Can. J. For. Res. 29:260-273. 
https://doi.org/10.1139/x98-206 
Bochet E, Rubio JL, Poesen J (1998) Relative efficiency of three representative matorral species in 
reducing water erosion at the microscale in a semi-arid climate (Valencia, Spain). 
Geomorphology 23:139-150. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-555X(97)00109-8 
Brunetti M, Buffoni L, Maugeri M, Nanni T (2000) Precipitation Intensity Trends in Northern Italy. Int. J. 
Climatol. 20: 1017-1031. https://doi.org/10.1002/1097-0088(200007)20:9<1017::AID-
JOC515>3.0.CO;2-S 
Buckley GP (1992) Ecology and management of coppice woodlands. Chapman and Hall, London. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-011-2362-4 
Carlson DW, Groot A (1997) Microclimate of a clear cut, forest interior, and small opening in trembling 
aspen forest. Agri. For. Meteorol. 87:313-329. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1923(95)02305-4 
Cutini A, Chianucci F, Giannini T (2010). Effetti del trattamento selvicolturale su caratteristiche della 
copertura, produzione di lettiera e di seme in cedui di faggio in conversione. Ann Centro Ric 
Selv 36:109-124. 
Cutini A, Chianucci F, Giannini T (2009) Effetti del trattamento selvicolturale su caratteristiche della 
copertura, produzione di lettiera e di seme in cedui di faggio in conversione. Annals of 
Silvicultural Research 36:109-124. 
De Baets S, Poesen J, Gyssels G, Knapen A (2006) Effects of grass roots on the erodibility of topsoil 
during concentrated flow, Geomorphology 76:54-67. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2005.10.002 
De Baets S, Poesen J, Knapen A, Galindo P (2007) Impact of root architecture on the erosion-reducing 
potential of roots during concentrated flow, Earth Surf Proc Landf 32:1323-1345. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.1470 
Descroix L, Viramontes D, Vauclin M, Gonzalez Barrios JL, Estevs M (2001) Influence of soil surface 
features and vegetation on runoff and erosion in the Western Sierra Madre (Durango, 
Northwest Mexico). Catena 43:115-135. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0341-8162(00)00124-7 
Di Iorio A, Montagnoli A, Terzaghi M, Scippa GS, Chiatante D (2013) Effect of tree density on root 
distribution in Fagus sylvatica stands: a semi-automatic digitising device approach to trench 
wall method. Trees 27:1503-1513. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00468-013-0897-6 
D’Amato AW, Orwig DA, Foster DR (2009) Understory vegetation in old-growth and second-growth 
Tsuga canadensis forests in western Massachusetts. Forest Ecol Manag 257:1043-1052. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2008.11.003 
Edeso JM, Merino A, Gonzalez MJ, Marauri P (1999) Soil erosion under different harvesting management 
in steep forestlands from northern Spain. Land Degrad Dev 10:79-88. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-145X(199901/02)10:1<79::AID-LDR324>3.0.CO;2-4 
Evans J (1992) Coppice forestry – an overview. In: Buckley (ed) Ecology and Management of Coppice 
Woodlands. Chapman & Hall, London, pp. 18-28. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-011-2362-4_2 
REFORESTA (2016) 2:60-75   Montagnoli et al. 
Reforesta Scientific Society   74 
 
Fischer EM, Knutti R (2015) Anthropogenic contribution to global occurrence of heavy-precipitation and 
high-temperature extremes. Nature Climate Change 5:560–564. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2617 
Fujimori T (2001) Ecological and Silvicultural Strategies for Sustainable Forest Management. Elsevier, The 
Netherlands, Amsterdam. 
Glime JM (2015a) Bryophyte Ecology. Volume 1, Physiological Ecology, Chapter 10-1 Temperature: 
Effects. Michigan Technological University and the International Association of Bryologists. 
http://www.bryoecol.mtu.edu/chapters/10-1TemperatureEffects.pdf. Accessed on 11 
November 2016. 
Glime JM (2015b) Bryophyte Ecology, Volume 1, Physiological Ecology, Chapter 7-5 Water relations: 
physiological adaptations. Michigan Technological University and the International Association 
of Bryologists. http://www.bryoecol.mtu.edu/chapters/7-5WaterPhys.pdf. Accessed on 11 
November 2016. 
Hartanto H, Prabhub R, Widayatc ASE, Asdakd C (2003) Factors affecting runoff and soil erosion: plot-
level soil loss monitoring for assessing sustainability of forest management. Forest Ecol Manag 
180:361-374. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(02)00656-4 
Hashimoto S, Suzuki M. (2004) The impact of forest clear-cutting on soil temperature: a comparison 
between before and after cutting, and between clear-cut and control sites. J. For. Res. 9:125-
132. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10310-003-0063-x 
Hédl R, Kopecký M, Komárek J (2010) Half a century of succession in a temperate oakwood: from 
species-rich community to mesic forest. Divers Distrib 16:267–276. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-4642.2010.00637.x 
Huang G, Zhao XY, Zhao HL, Huang YX, Zuo XA (2010) Linking root morphology, longevity and function to 
root branch order: a case study in three shrubs. Plant Soil 336:197-208. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-010-0466-3 
Jien S, Wang C (2013) Effects of biochar on soil properties and erosion potential in a highly weathered 
soil. Catena 110:225-233. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2013.06.021 
Liechty HO, Holmes MJ, Reed DD, Mroz GD (1992) Changes in microclimate after stand conversion in two 
northern hardwoods stands. For. Ecol. Manage. 50:253-264. https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-
1127(92)90340-F 
Lust N, Mohammady M (1973) Regeneration of Coppice. Sylva Gardavensis 39:1-28. 
https://doi.org/10.21825/sg.v39i0.980 
Mairota P, Manetti MC, Amorini E, Pelleri F, Terradura M, Frattegiani M, Savini P, Grohmann F, Mori P, 
Terzuolo PG, Piussi P (2016) Opportunities for coppice management at the landscape level: the 
Italian experience. iForest 9:775-782. https://doi.org/10.3832/ifor1865-009 
Maděra P, Kovár P, Romportl D, Buček A. et al. (2014) Czech villages in Romanian Banat: Landscape, 
Nature and Culture. Mendel University, Brno. 
Mattia C, Bischetti GB, Gentile F (2007) Biotechnical characteristics of root systems of typical 
Mediterranean species. Plant and Soil 278:23-32. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-005-7930-5 
Mommer L, Weemstra M (2012) The role of roots in the resource economics spectrum. New Phytol 
195:725-727. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04247.x 
Montagnoli A, Terzaghi M, Baesso B, Santamaria R, Scippa GS, Chiatante D (2016) Drought and fire stress 
influence seedling competition in oak forests: fine-root dynamics as indicator of adaptation 
strategies to climate change. Reforesta 1:86-105. https://doi.org/10.21750/REFOR.1.06.6 
Montagnoli A, Di Iorio A, Terzaghi M, Trupiano D., Scippa GS, Chiatante D (2014) Influence of soil 
temperature and water content on fine root seasonal growth of European beech natural forest 
in Southern Alps, Italy. Eur J For Res 133:957-968. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10342-014-0814-6 
Montagnoli A, Terzaghi M, Di Iorio A, Scippa GS, Chiatante D (2012) Fine-root seasonal pattern, 
production and turnover rate of European beech (Fagus sylvatica L.) stands in Italy Prealps: 
possible implications of coppice conversion to high forest. Plant Biosyst. 146:1012-1022. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/11263504.2012.741626 
REFORESTA (2016) 2:60-75   Montagnoli et al. 
Reforesta Scientific Society   75 
 
Montagnoli A, Di Iorio A, Ceriani RM, Scippa GS, Chiatante D (2010) Root seasonal pattern, spatial 
distribution, and C:N ratio of matgrass pasture (Nardus stricta L.) in the Lombardy Prealps. Plant 
Biosyst 144:463-470. https://doi.org/10.1080/11263501003731979 
Morgan RPC (2005) Soil Erosion and Conservation. Blackwell, London. 
Nyambane OS, Mwea SK (2011) Root tensile strength of 3 typical plant species and their contribution to 
soil shear strength; a case study: Sasumua Backslope, Nyandarua District, Kenya. J Civ Eng Res 
and Practice 8(1):57-73. https://doi.org/10.4314/jcerp.v8i1.69525 
Ola A, Dodd IC, Quinton JN (2015) Can we manipulate root system architecture to control soil erosion? 
Soil 1:603-612. https://doi.org/10.5194/soil-1-603-2015 
Osnas JL, Lichstein JW, Reich PB, Pacala SW (2013) Global leaf trait relationships: mass, area, and the leaf 
economics spectrum. Science 340:741-744. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1231574 
Peterken GF (1993) Woodland Conservation and Management. Chapman and Hall, London. 
Petzold R, Butler-Manning D, Feldwisch N, Glaser T, Schmidt PA, Denner M, Feger KH (2014) Linking 
biomass production in short rotation coppice with soil protection and nature conservation. 
iForest 7:353-362. https://doi.org/10.3832/ifor1168-007 
Tejada M, Gonzalez JL (2007) Influence of organic amendments on soil structure and soil loss under 
simulated rain. Soil Till Res 93(1):197-205. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2006.04.002 
Terzaghi M, Di Iorio A, Montagnoli A, Baesso B, Scippa GS, Chiatante D (2016) Forest canopy reduction 
stimulates xylem production and lowers carbon concentration in fine roots of European beech. 
Forest Ecol Manag 379:81-90. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2016.08.010 
Terzaghi M, Montagnoli A, Di Iorio A, Scippa GS, Chiatante D (2013) Fine-root carbon and nitrogen 
concentration of European beech (Fagus sylvatica L.) in Italy Prealps: possible implications of 
coppice conversion to high forest. Front. Plant. Sci. 4:192. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2013.00192 
Vacik H, Zlatanov T, Trajkov P, Dekanic S, Lexer MJ (2009) Role of coppice forests in maintaining forest 
biodiversity. Silva Balcanica 10:35-45.  
Velichkov I, Zlatanov T, Hinkov G (2009) Stakeholder analysis for coppice forestry in Bulgaria. Ann For 
Research 52:183-190. 
Wardle DA, Bardgett RD, Klironomos JN, Setälä H, van der Putten VH, Wall DH (2004) Ecological linkages 
between aboveground and belowground biota. Science 304:1629-1633. 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1094875 
Zhong QW, Liang HW, Ting TL (2009) Revegetation of steep rocky slopes: Planting climbing vegetation 
species in artificially drilled holes. Ecol Eng 35:1079-1084. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2009.03.021 
Zingari PC, Fiebiger G (2012) Mountain risks and hazards. Some approaches for assessing, mitigating and 
preventing risks in mountain regions. Unasylva 53:71-78. 
Zuazo VHD, Pleguezuelo CRR (2008) Soil-erosion and runoff prevention by plant covers: a review. Agron 
Sustain Dev 28(1):65-86. https://doi.org/10.1051/agro:2007062 
 
